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Ince Printing of C onferences ſeems 
'now in Vogue, 1 will venture to be 
" tn the new Mad: ; I have ſo: good 
an Bo ample of it before me ,&that 1 hope 
0 body will take it ill if 1 follow 2. 
In nw Tear 1676. there En 4 a 
teen * me Prote ant Divines, The ſome 
Roman-Catholic Gentlemen , which after a 
jg. ſilence, bas been now latel ly ſet out the * A Relation 
ſecond time, in. a fine Dreſs, oat with @ long ference, 
Prefaie : This f 2ave me the Curioſs bty to ſee 676, 


A-2. far- 


- The Publiſherto the Reader. > 
further into thoſe Matters, and meeting - 
accidentally with a. Copy of - another Con» 
erence held in 1671. wherein ſome of 
the ſame Perſons were concern d, I thous 
ood to preſent you with it. - By 1t's plain 
vi "a and pnſtudied Diſcourſe , you 
may eaſily judge it to be the naked Truth 
of what was then ſpoken. Peruſe 18, and 


think ſeriouſh of it. 
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The Siu ”_ A. TT Rag had- 

-between Two Divines. of the 

*- Church. of: Enz/and, and- Two 

Catholic La Ty -Gentlemen,, at the 

Requelit: and for the Satisfacti- 

on of Te Perſons of Qua=- 
_y; Aug. $.. 1671: 


H E Perſons for whom the: Conference 
was intended , deſfir'd the Subject might 
be Schiſoe. 
Subje& agreed. 
Drs. Itis fit we proſugpel ſome Prin- 
ciples before we enter into diſpute. 
Cath.. Content, 
Dy. 1... Schifm.is.a wilful Sepatation from the Commu- 
nion of the. Church, without cauſe. 
Cath. Tho®.we know very well there: can be:no cauſe-. 
of 'Schiſin, -yet we will admit { to.come quickly-to the 
' Queſtion). your notion of. Schiſm with theſe words wirth- *+ 
et. cauſe in your Definitwn of it. 
Dr. 2; Another Principle-is, Men may without Crime 
ſeparate from.a Communion, in which:they cannot con- 
 tinue without Sin. 


Cath. gre. age 
Dr. 3. There are certain Laws antecedent toCommu- 
nion, 


tr re oe either ot err - - 


© 0 ink LI EIS V7 UREA LITER is + q 
\1 
' 


» wa _— a 


ET I eee ed a i CE ae —_— 
wm n ———_ a b Ayp-rewck 
. 


ang tema. a fees 4. ey ay 


— 


(6). 


©-nion,, by which every particular perſon ou 


ht to. judge 
what Communion he ought ta be of, n"_ hs | 


Cath. We do admit, that there are externs/ Motive. - 
antecedent to Communion , which do induce and ob- 
lige a particular perſon ta chooſe the Communion . of 
which he ought to be a Member, and to which he oaghs, 
being a Member, to ſubmit ig Faith and Gaveramenit,. of 
which every particular perſon may and -qught to. judge:: 
But we do deny, that the interior Doftrins or general. 
 PraQicesof a Communion are ſubje& tothe Judgment 
of every particular Man ; fo that every private perſon 
judging this or that DoQrin or PraQtice to. be Falſe, Here- 
tical, or Idolatrous, (tho? the Communiaen,, of which. 
he isa Member, judges it Catholic and Orthodox,). has 
lawful cauſe to ſeparate himſelf from that Commupion, 
without being guilty of Criminal Schiſm ; for without 
this Diſtintion there could be no ſuch thing as Schife. 
in the World. - | | | . - bs | 
Dr. You muſt prove us guilty bf Crimrnal: Schifas. 
Carb, A will. In IA 17, you wilfully ſe- 
parated from the Communion. of the Church, wimhout 
cauſe ; Ergo you are Criminal Schiſmatics. | 


Dr. I dodeny that the Separation irr the year, 1517; - 
do's concern us ; nor do we think our ſelves oblig't to 
_ defend or juftifie it ; we do only maintain , that the 
Church of Ezelazd is not guilty of Criminat Schifm, - -- 
. Cath. The wo Argument preſſes the Church» of Eng- 
land, as the Lutherans; Let it be therefore put thus. In” 
King Hez. the 8h.. Ed. the 6h. or _ Elizabeths 
Days (date the Birth of your Church from what time” 


you pleaſe ) you wilfully: ſeparated -from the Commus.. 
nion of the Church without cauſe-; Ergo ou, the Church - - 
of England, are guilty of Criminal Schifms. ' IT 
Dr. IT deny your Antecedent, we did not ſeparate 
without cauſe. ee | - 


" Cath. 


(7) 


Cath; Iproveit. If you had hwful cauſe, you'can 
affign ic 3 but you cannot mr. any lawful cauſe ; Erzo 
ou Gid ſeparate without cauſe | 
Dr. I will aſſign the cauſe, It was thus. In the 
Year of Hexry the 8:6. the Parliament declared, That the 
Right-of Retorming the Church of this Kingdom was in 
the King 3 upon which the King did reform, and upon 
this Reformation the Pope did Excommunicate the King 
and Kingdom, which Excommunication- was confirm®d 
by another Pope in Queen Elizaberhs days; ſo that the 
Pope by Excommunicating made the Schiſm, and not 
weby Reforming. SE 
Cath. The Declaratiog above mentioned, and the Re- 
formation thereupon, were antecedent to the Excom- 
munication ; ſo that you muſt prove that the Parliament 
had juſt Power and Authority to make that Declaration, 
and to Reform upon it, and that they did indeed Reform, 
and-not. ſpoil the Do&rin they undertook to mend; 
for if it. had not, all its Proceedings were unjuſt and 
criminal 3 and Excommunication was but the juſt and 
proper Puniſhment for-that Crime : And then ſure it 
would be reckoned -very firange, to ſay, That a lawful 
Authority puniſhing an Offender, is made guilty of the 
Crime it punifhes, 'by lang Get Puniſhment. 
Dr. The Parliament dig notaſcribe any new Power - 
to the: King ; but only declar*&thar the fame was in him, 
whieh: all- Ages appropriated to their Kings, and was 
3llaw*dby: all ; And Ican ſhew from timeto time, that * 
the Popes Authority has been refus'd , and his Legats 
forbid entrance inco-the Kingdom ſeveral times. 
Car. 1 pray ſhew ſubſtantially (if you can)- thar the 
Church of -Enxg/axd before the Retormatian, did never av 
ap}-time accept; -or (which is poſitive) did at all times 
ret{s-the-Pope all Tonk of Authority-and Superiority-over 
then, ;, elſe ro quarrel ſametimes with his Authovity, ov 


ſome 


(s) 
ome part of it, or ſtop his Legats, might be juſt: For 
that it .is poſſible for a Power which, has lawful Autho« 
rity, tochallenge and demand ſome ſort of Authority _ 
which is wore than what is lawfully his; and ir ſuc 
 calethe Interiors may ar leaft remonſtrate to their Supe- 
riors, ifnot oppoſe them in ſuch unlawful Demands ; :and 
this migkt be.the caſe between the Pope and the Ki 
of England at ſome particular time; Ar other times In- 
teriors.might be ſtubborn and diſobedient, and for a 
.time deny that to their Superiors which 1s really due. 
Therefore to ſay, that the Kings of Erg/and did: for a 
time oppoſe the Pope in ſome things, is not enough to 
prove the Declaration aforeſaig ( which was univer- _ 
jal, denying him all Authority whatſcever,) to beno 
aſcribing oft new Power, but only a Declaration, that 
the ſame Power was in That King, which all Ages ap- 
propriated to their Kings, ;'and was allow'd by all ; but 
the contrary, to what 1s:now demanded to be prov*d 
(and muſt be prov'd before that Declaration can excuſe 
the Declarers trom the guilt of cauſeleſs Separation, and 
. conſequently Criminal Schiſm, and conſequently of de- 
{crving juſtly Excommunication) 1s ſo evident, that T1 
appeal to theſe preſent worthy perſons, who are to 
judge in this point, whether this be not ſufficiently ma- 
nifeſt from the Hiſtories which they themſelves have 
read, and the general Confeſſions , which they them- 
ſelves have met withal from very 'many even learned 
Proteſtants, That the Pope of Rome was at leaſt Patriarch 
of the Weſt, and, as ſuch, had Patriarchal Authority, 
at leaſt over the Church of Exg/and, and therefore was 
allow'd tobe the proper Judge of Eccleſiaſtical Matters, 
the very day before the foreſaid Declaration was made ; 
and therefore was the only proper Judge of the ſaid 
Declaration, and the Authors of it, whether it were 
well and legally made : And this ſaid Judge having _ 

| | cially 


_ (9): 
cially determin'd the ſaid Declaration. to: be Schiſmati- 
cal, condemned it legally , and juſfly Excommunicated 
the Authors, Moſt certainly a Declaration made: by 
every one, that pretends Power to make one, is not pre- 
ſently lawful, | becauſe it is pretended to be ſo.. The 
| -late long Parliament pretended to declare, That the Su- 
pream Power of Exg/and was in the People, .and that 
the ſaid People might Judge and Depoſe the King when- 
ever he miſuſed that Power, which the People entruſted 
him withal; and we know what followed upon it. I 
hope the DoQtor will not juſtifie that Declaration, nor 
can he ſhew a _— between this. and the other, 
both being made by thoſe, who were: univerſally e- 
feem'd; at the time they made them, SubjeCts and In- 
feriors to thoſe againſt whoſe Authority they made them, 
in thoſe very Points, ' concerning which they did then 
declare. i ; | 
Drs. The Pope was never content to be eſteem'd bare- 
ly the Patriarch of the Weſt; and there is great dif- 
erence between the two Declarations, that in He, 
Eighth's time againſt the Pope, and that in King Charles 
the Fir{t's time againſt his Majeſty. _ - LO 
Cath." It matters not now, whether the Pope were 
content.or no to be barely eſteem'd Patriarch of the Welt ; 
if he had reaſon to challenge more, that no ways juſtifies 
you; Do you allow, that he was Patriarch ?. If you do, 
anſwer the difficulty ; and ſay, how his Inferiors..came 
by a Power to Depoſe him ;-and as to the difference be- 
tween the two Declarations, you muſt ſhew it us, be- 
- fore we believe there 1s any. 
,-, Gentlemen to the Dottors.. | 
. - Sirs,.. we do not dpubt, but that the Pope was allow'd 
- ſome Authority-in' Exgland before the Separation, we do 
not therefore deſire to diſpute;that ; but ſuppoſing he had 


not ,' you ſeparated-your ſelves from the great Body of 
x , — a 


(10) : I 
aff Chriſtians United before inone Communion, wede- 
fire to know whatcauſe you could have for thar. . ;. 
Drs. We had cauſe to ſeparate, for that the Com. ' 
munion from which we ſeparated, taught falſe Faith, and 
were guilty of 1dolatry; I inſtance particularly in their 
DoQarin of Tranſubſtantiation, and their Adoring the 
Cath. To the Company, TOY 
Tho? you may be pleas'd. to remember, that we did 

at firſt deny, that any particular perſon, {( and'the fame 
holds of particular Dioceſles, Provinces, and Nations, 
al which United make but one Catholic Church, and 
thereforethebiggeft of them all to be conlider'd only as a 
Member -of the whole Body.) has Power to judge, and 
condern the DoQtins and PraQtices of the whole Chu-ch 
as faffe or Idolatrous, when the Body againft this Mem- 
ber ſays, that the ſaid DoQtrins or Practices are Ortho- 
dox and Catholic, fo as to have lawful cauſe to ſe- 
parate fromthe {aid whole Communion, without being 
guilty of criminal Schiſm ; That what we ſaid of a 
particular Perſon, holds to a Nation, orany Inferior Au- 
thority toa Superior, i evident, upon ſuppoſition, that 
God has requir'd and commanded, that hiis Charch be 
one, which could not be, if a Secular Sovereign Power 
has Authority to break its Unity, upon'pretence of 
judging any one of it's. DoQtrins or. Praftices falle 'or 
dojatrous ; For if one may, another may 4 and then 
Swifſerland may have' as many Religions and 'Commu- 
nions, 'as Cantons, 'and the World as many Churches 
as Secular Sovereigns ,. tho' Ged has ſaid he will have 
but Qne : And here in England the Biſhops may as well 
wave the fray ab ene rivate-perſons pre- 
tend to Judge. and Cenfure the Biſhops Power 5and 
Authority, orany one Maneontroul the Authority ofhis 
Paſtor. Tho? this we deny'dat firft, and might __ 
| | ore 


(rr) | 
fore well refaſe t6 proceed, till the Doftors had prov'd, 
that ang Perſon might coadema a whole Churth's Do. 
arin legally, or a lefler Authority, judge and. cenfure a 
greater z. yetbecaule perhaps this Method may have been 
propos'd by your ſelves, we are content to doany thing 
for your ſatisfaQtion : but then you muſt be pleas*d (con- 
ſidering.our Communion at the tine. of the Separation 
was infinitly greater than the Reformiers, as Learned and 
as Holy,for. ought any body knows, and io PORe for 
many hundred years-of the Dofrins and Prafices now 
condemn'd by theſe Reformers) to demand” wore clear 


and evident proofs againſt our Doftrins than we bring- 


for them: for upon but equal proof, we.that are fort 
toone (and every whit as learned as the, others, efpect- 
ally having receiv'd, what we profefs , from our Fore- 
fathers, from Chriſts time, for ought any body Knows. ; 
for no. body can {ay when what we hold and praftiſe be- 
719)have no reaſon to ſubmit to ſo mucka leſsnumber,at 
the charge of ſo great a confuſion , as muſt needs _ 
n, and God's Command of Unity be broke into the 
bargain. You muff therefore demand the moeft evident 
proofs that Nature can admit of,to prove thoſe Doris 
of theirs, upon which they ground- their' Separation, or 
elſe it will be criminal Schilſm , and-you muſt deſert 
their Communion. If they attempt to prove it from Scri- 
pture, they muſt not bring obſcure paſſages out of it, to 
oppole or interpret clear ones ; for that is not to explicate, 
but to Dons to draw Light and Truth our of Scri- 
pture, but to caſt more Darknefs upon it. Neither can 
an obſcure and doubtful Title lawfully or reaſonably caſt 
any Body out of the poſſeſſion of a belief, for which. he 
has clear and evident ones-to-ſhew. - They. muſt-there- 
fore bring Texts tlfit prove their Points in Ternis ; for 
their inferpretation is no more to be allow'd of tha 
ours, and Scripture ought - to be taken' hteratly , 
DE: B 2 where 


AE 


&* » RW 
where the literal ſenſe . does not amply : a. contra- 
diftion. 6 

Note. It may be reaſonably ſuppos'd, that theſe unde- 
niable Principles were the cauſe, why the Do@tors(as 
it will appear in all this Conference) would never ven- 
ture upon any citation of the Scripture to prove their 
DoQarin , for which they ſeparated from the Roman 
Church , acknowledged then univerſally for_ the. true 
Church, but were Brod to fly to fome obſcure Sen- 
tences of the Fathers, even which will yet appear 
to-make more for the Roman Church, than for the Re- 
formers. GS Tees Tg nt | 

Drs. All Scriptures ought not to be expounded literally, 
which do not imply a ContradiQtion in a literal ſenſe : 7 
am 4 Vine, ought not to be expounded literally, yet it im- 
plies no Contradiftion, or at leaſt no more than this, 
Chriſt is Bread. Pet, | 

_ Cath.T am aVine does imply a Contradiftion,for Chriſt 
cannor be Chriſt and a Yixe at the ſame time ; Chriſt & 
\ Bread, is alſo a Contradittion ; but where is that Propoſi- 
tion in Scripture ? or what Catholic in the World holds 
 1t? We fay, that which was Bread ceaſes tobe Bread, and be- 
comes the Body of Chriſt,which is no moce a ContradiQtion - 
than to ſay, that which was Water, ceaſes to be Water , 
and becomes Wane. _- 

Dys. That Text you build your Faith upon, This i my 
Boay, implies a ContradiQtion; for it mult ſignifie, This 
Bread #s my Body, which is as much a ContradiQtion, as 
| Chriſt is a Vine, or Chriſt is Bread, which you have ac- 
knowledg'd already for a ContradiQtion;or elſe it muſt be 
-- - LEE enuntiation, and ſignifie, This my Body is my 

0A). Y : 

Carl This Bread is my . Boay, is a ContradiCtion, but 
cannot be meant in the Text ; for in all Languages (but 
Engliſh) where the word which fignifies 7hts is-alter®d 

<< > ane 


. -- --: 
according to the different Gender the Antecedent is of,to 
which this word ſhould relate, it is always put in' the 


Neuter Gender, oc. in Latin, and 787 in Greek, which _ 


it could not be, if it were toagree with Bread, or have 
relation to it, that being always Maſculin , as paxis in - 
Latin, and 2p1@. in Greek ;- therefore to ſay, this Bread 
in the Latin or Greek Language, would be falſe Gram- 
mer ; and Engliſh, 1 ſuppoſe, has no reaſon to govern 
the other Languages, but they 1t, they being more and 
old, againſt one-and new. Nor need 1t bey This Body is 
my Body;the Particle this is a Pronoun demonftrative;fig- 
nifyingoaly ſome-exterior Obje&t undetermin'd, as to its 
Nature or Name;without ſome other additional Word,as 
this is a Horſe, this is a Hat, are, I hope, proper Speeches, 
and therefore no Identical Enuntiations. This only ſup- 
poſes an Object exiſting and expos'd to Senſe, and de- 
termin'd by. the following word Hat or Morſe, of what 
Nature and Quality it is. - Befides , This is-my Body, is an 
Efficient Propoſition;and is thecauſe of the change, which 
is not wrought till. the Propoſition -be compleated, and 
therefore zhis is not determin'd till the whole be pro- 
nounc'd. 45D» 
_ Drs. It is impoſſible it ſhould be taken in your ſenſs, 
for Tranſubſtantiation cannat be without a Miracle ; and 
no Miracle can be without appearing ſo to Senſe ; Nay,it 
would deſtroy all poſlibility of judging of any other Mi- 
racle, they being not to be diſcern'd but by Senſe, which 
cannot be rely'd upon, if it may bedeceiv*din this. 
Cath. A Miracle may be, and yet not appear to Senſe 
to be ſo, yet ought to be believ?d: For:the hypoſtatical 
Union' was never diſcern'd by Senſe, yet is beliey'd a true 
Miracle ; ſo that your firſt Propoſition is falſe. To your 
ſecond, I pray ſay, whether it be poſſible for God to make 
a thing appear to Senſe to'be, what it is not: Then ſup- 
poſing it poſſible, may not God diſcover to Man that [ 
| | US 


(14) 
has mage a thing toappear one thing, and tobe another, 
As. _ be has difcover'd, thar the Divinity was tni- 
ted to- Chrifts Humanity , the no ſuch thing zppear'd? 
Ifhemay and do's, oughr Fro believe Gods Word againft 
. my own Senſes, or my Senfes agzinſt Gods Word? Not- 
withſtanding this, my Senſes ſhall judge of a Miracle at 
all times, unleſs when God: aſſures me upon his Word, 
that his Omnipotency has interpos'd between my Senfes 
and their Natural Object.  _ © Section 
- Drs. But we wilt ſhewyou-by 'the Ferhers, and not 
of the firſt 300 years, burſince, that your DoQtrin was 
notheld, neither inthe Greek nor Latin Church. © © 
Cath. We doexpet yo ſhould ſhew us by the Scri 
ture and Fathers of all Ages, f and do not care to be 
.complemented or ſpar'd as tothe firft 3oo years, if yon 
have any Authority from thoſe times, let us fee ther 
and very clearly, that your contrary DoArm was hek 
elſe 'youcannot be juſtified or excuſed from Schiſm”in 
your: feparatios. TATE Mf0y Wn 0 I EY 
' -Dr. tt is ſufficient to ſhew againft you , that your 
Defrin las not had that conftant Succeſfion yew foaft 
of: And thatT will do by producing Inſtances platn'and 
Clear, that your DoQrin was not maiftain'd in one cer- 
tain Apefince Cheſt; 5 70 Hot apeete erent n ee 
- Cath, Tho''thatcannever juſtifie your feparation, or 
make your Communion ſafe ; for if it were nor fafe to 
Ray' im the Roman Communion, becauſe a DoEtrin be- 
lievd by them, was inone-Age fince Chrifts time, not 
believ'd; it can neverhbe ſafe -to abide 1m yours ,. where 
many Do@rins' are now believ'd , which you acknow- 
ledge were not” believ*d by the true Church for matry 
Hundred years topethef : Yet kt us hear yourproofs. 
- Dy. E will thew you + Homily us'd in the: Saxon 
Church, from which you Thall fee how that Charch and 


your | Auguſtin agree in this DoQtrin. 


ES (15) 
_ Catb.; At leaſt *ris ſome. kindaes to grant Angufin to 
be ers, who Converted England above - 1000- _ 
Narr, Truly the Homily we did-never ſee before, nor 
never heard of it, nor do we know what credit it bears, 
porcaniremember the words _— but in- the firſt 
place the DoCtor quoted; for he produc'd two, 'theſenfe 
was, that the Bread and Wine which the Prieft Con- 
ſecrated at Maſs, was turn'd into the True Body and 
Blood of Chrift ; which Text we pray'd the Dottor-to- 
read in Engliſh, .which he did ; - and after a little tumble 
at the word-Miqjew., he told us, he car'd not: tho? 'he 
render*d it Meſs, which he did; This very Quotation 
we urg d againſt him ; but he told us this muſt be ex- 
vlaind by another, 1a which be brought vs the ſame, 
or like words again concerning the change, but at. the 
end of the Sentence. were theſe words in a -diſtin& -re- 
markable Character, ot Corporally but Spirignally, Where, 
or by whom this Book was Printed, we could not learn, 
or what: Authority it was of; but it might very well 
be Authentick, for all that diſtioQtion', ir being fre- 
queatly .us'd by Modern "Catholics, who are not deny'd 
to hold the DoQrin of Tranfubſtantiation-; They: egrit- 
_ ſay, thatit s not chang'd Coprath, taking Cor- 
porally "to ſignifie carnally-;.- as the Capharnaits under- 
ſtood our Bleſſed Lord, -whenthe fpokeof this Myſtery ; 
but Spiretvalh, taking that tofignhie, as: St. Pax/ uſes the 
word Spiritaal,: ſpeaking of the RefurreQtion; where he 
fays, it is Town natural Body, it rifes a Spiritual Body: 
there is a natural 'Body,. and: there 'is.a Spiritual Body-; 
Now if this way of ſpeaking befrequently ns'd by thoſe 
who ane; notwithſtanding” fuck an expreffion; confels'd 
to hold Tranſubſtantiation ; why muſt it ſigntfie more: 
evidently the _— Dodrin in this Author, -than it 
do's:wvottiers; 'eſpecially when this Author-delivers. the: 
Roman Do&rin. in 'this:point, in his other gy w. 
1 evidently; 


n 


(16) 
evidently and plainly as can be, and cites the Mz/5 as the 
Door confeſſes? But he ſtood not much upon this Que- 
ſtion, but laid his whole ſtreſs upon two others. 

Dy. I will prove now evidently, that your Do&rin 
was contradicted inthe fifth-Age , both by the Greek 
and Latin Church ; nay by a Pope: of Rome himſelf: 
For Gelaſizes diſputing againſt the Extychians, -who main- 
tain'd, that the Human Nature of Chriſt was chaxg'd into 
the Divine Nature, ſo that there was but one nature in 
Chriſt ;-.confuted their, Hereſie, by ſhewing, that the 
Human Nature was no morechang*d-intothe Divine Na- 
ture, than Bread was chang d into the . Body of Chriſt; 
that 1s, not at all ; for Gelafin has thefe expreſs words : 
Certe Sacramenta , que ſumimus , corporis & ſanguinis 
Chriſti, divina res eſt, propter-quod & per eaten efficimur 
divine conſortes nature; & tamen eſſe non deſinit _—_ 
tia wel natura penis & wvini; & verte imago & fmilitudo 
corporis & ſanguinis in attione myſteriorumws celebrantiir ; 
which is 1n Engliſh thus, "Traiy #he' Sacraments of the 
 Boay -and Blood of Chriſt, which we take; is a Divine thing, 
j£2'/ by them we are made. partakers of the Divine Nature ; 
xd. yet the Subſtance or Natare:of Bread'and Wine, ' do not 
ceaſe to be; and truly the Image and :Similitude of the: 
Body and Blood of Chriſt are : celebrated- in; the attion of 
the Myſteries ; Where it is evident,that the ſubſtance 
of Bread: and Wine, 1s not. chang'd-inte the Body and. 
Blood. of.Chriſt.,. Theodoret; proves the ſame-thing j-for 
he ſays, the Myſtical Signs after -\Conſecration: do..not! 
recede from their Nature, butido.remain in: their: former: 
Subſtance, Figure and Form, . and: may. be 1een., .and 
touch'd as before ; this. evidently contradits:Tranfub- 
fantiatione: 1 Hr yd 3 0007 afiudt ln fF blofl 
Cath, Torhe:'Compaeny. 113304 Y! 52 93 viznmbivo 

We delire-you to. remember; tliat.you muſt:haveclear 

proofs to.zuſtifie the Alteration, much clearer than'thoſe 
"þ 3 | in 
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in poſſeſſion can bring for the Do&rin ' they continue 
to- hold , and - which the others. would Reform : Be 
pleas'd to conlider theſe two Quotations here brought 
(I ſuppoſe the cleareſt they have, if not all they have) 
and if they do-not appear clear againſt them, I am ,con- 
fident'they. will appear , either Non-ſenſe or Contra- 
ditions , and- far' enough from being clearer for them, 
than any we can bring for our DoQrin ; which yet they 
ought tobe, to excuſe their Schiſm frofff being wilful 
and Criminal. We will examin 'Theodoret firſt, He 
writes againſt Extyches (as the Dottor has told you) 
which he do's by way of Dialogue between Erani/tes an 
Emtychian , and Orthodoxus, which is himſelf, in theſe 
words. 

© Eraniſt. Tt happens luckily that you ſpeak of. the Di- 
© vine. Myſterics, tor even from that very thing I will 
* ſhew you, that the Body of our Lord is chang's into a. 
* nother Nature ; anſwer me therefore to what I ask. 

© Orthodox. 1 will anſwer. | 

* Eran, What do you call that Gift which is brought, 
© before the-Invocation of the Prieſt ? 

* Orth, That which is made Nouriſhment of a certain 
© Grain, | | 

© Eran, How do wecall the other Sign ? ET 

*0rth. A Common Name, which ſignifies a kind of 
©Drink. PRE Ry {i 4 

© Eran. Butafter Conſecration what do you call them ? 

© 0rth. The Body of Chrift, and the Blood of Chriſt. 

© Eran. And do you believe that you are made Parta- 
© ker of the Body and:Blood of Chriſt ? TO 


® 


* Orth. Idobelieve it, - | 3A 28 
© Eras... As therefore the Symbol. of the Lord's Body 
* and' Blood. are.one-;thing before: the Invocation of the 
* Prieft,: and: after the Invocation are chang'd and are 
* made another thing : So the Body of our Lord after 
Sue] *” | £ Aſſum- 


_ Theod. Tom. 2. , 
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*<Aſſumption is chang'd into” the Divine Subſtance. 

© Orth. Thou art catch'd in the Net,' which-thou thy 
© {Af haſt woven : For the Myſtical Signs after Conſe- 
©cration do not recede from their Nature, but/do re- 
© main in their former Subſtance and Figure and Forny, 
£ and may be touch'd as before ;- but are underſtvod-to be 
© what they are made, and are believ'd, andare: Adord 
*as being the ſame things which they are believ'd, 

Cath. Tpray be pleas'd to ask the DoQtor whether this 
whole Diſcourſe now cited be not built and founded up- 
. on the Suppoſition of Tranſubſtantmation. - 7 

-Drs. 1 do acknowledge the Argument 1s founded up- 
on that Suppoſition ; but it is brought by an Heretic; an 
Eatychiap, which is not much for the credit of your 
Doa&rtin. , | ELL BINS: 
Cath. Yes, we account it much for the credit of our 
DoAarin, that you cannot nameany Age, in-which-you 
arenot forc'd: to allow, that it was Profeſs*d. You fay 
it was Profeſs'd in this Ageonly by Heretics :- Make that 
Out, if you' can, 'mote clear than Twill the contrary ; I 
do aſſure you, your two Quotations will notdo it; as 1 
will ſhew you preſently ; bur the contrary ſems'tvident, 
viz. That the Heretics did not differ from the Catholics 
in this Point : For Extyches, who was Condemn'd at a 
General Council, for maintaining one Nature only in 
Chriſt, would certainly havei been Condemn'd it the 
ſame time for holding Tranſabſtantiation,' had#'it-been 
eſteem'd an Error by that Age, eſpecially ſo Ablurd, 
Monſtrous, and Idolatrous an one, as ' Doftor— calls 
it in his new Book ; but he was not Condemn'd, nor 
ſo much as Accus'd of Error iti this Port; either by 
Council, or any particular Writer of thoſe mm ny, which 
have wrote againft him, and-yet 'you-do'ackn wage, 
that he and his Adherents held Tranſubftantiation*: * e- 
fides,,' you confeſs: that his Argument was" againft _ 
peers Ortho- 
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Orthodox Catholic, founded . upon- this Suppoſition ;. 


therefore. moſt certainly he took: it for. granted, .thar 
the Catholics allow?*d the Suppolition; for it would have 


been ridiculous to _— upon a Su tion, whictht he 
knew his Adverſary deny'd. I fhould account. it abſurd 


for me to argue againſt a Proteſtant upon fuppolition of 
Tranſubftantiation, which I know theydeny ; andſoir- 
would have been in_ Era##ft, if he had not known that 
his Adverfary own*d that DoQtrin, which he made the 
Foundation of his Argument. Beſides, Zheodorer him- 
felf, an Orthodox Catholic, making this Diſcourſe by 
way of Dialogue, would make himſelf ridiculous to frame 
it upon a Suppolition - whichy he deny'd. After all this, 


the place now cited, is ſo far from being ſo clear againſt 


us, as it ought tobe to vanquiſh our ſtanding Polleſli- 
on , that the: Century-Writers of Magdeburg, who were 
great Enemies of Popery and Tranſubſtantiation , _ do 
condemn Theedoyer of that Dottrin from. this very 
place, and do ſay heſpeaks'dangeroufly of the Lords Sup= 
per, in ſaying, that after Conſecration. the Symbols of our 
Lords Body and'Blood are changed and made another thing, 
And the words next after hele, which you quote as ſuch 
clear ones againſt our DoQrin , muſt either import Ido- 
latry according to -the aforeſaid new Book, or Non- 
ſenſe, if they do not imply the Actual Preſence of Chriſts 
Perſon by- Tranſubſtantiation ; for he ſays, rhey: the 
My tical Signs) are #nderfiood what they are made and: be. 
lied; and\ave Ador?d as being the ſame things they are be- 
lied: So that the whole Senſe is thus ; The Symbols of 
our Loyd*s Body-and Bloud are one thing before, and an- 
other after Conſecration ; yet they continue fo in their 
Nature, Subſtance, Figure, and Form, . as tobe ſeen and 
touch'd as before ; butare underſtood to be what they are 
made by Confecration, and are Beliey'd, and-are Adar'd 
as being the ſame thing. 7 are beliey'd, '7. e. notwith- 
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ſtanding they are chang'd, they appear to our Senſe: (as 
to their Nature, Subſtance, &c.) to be ſeen and touch'd 
as before: but are believ'd to be ſomewhat elſe, 5. e. what 
they are made: And this Belief is not Chimerical or Ima- 
ginary, but the ings are really what they are believ'd 
to be, and for thar they are fo, are Ador'd ; ſo that they 
muſt be really chang'd into Chriſt's Body, for elſe they 
could not be Ador'd without Idolatry : The very Words, 


as they lzy, convinc'd the Magdeburgenſes, that Theodoret 


held Tranſ{ub/tantiation ; and, I ſuppoſe, had not theſe two 
Words Nature and Subſtance been in the Quotation but 
only Figure and Form, we had never heard of it at this 
time. 'If therefore I ſhew you, that Nature and Subſtance 
are frequently.taken to ſignifie that which is as conſiſtent 
with our Expoſition, and the Catholic meaning of Theo- 
doret, as Figure and Form in this place are, I ſhall not 
only make it ceaſe to be clear againſt us , but - alſo _ 
ſhew that it will ' be clear for us. Nature and Sub- 


ſtance do ſometimes ſignifie what the, Philoſophers 
_ call properly Subſtance, as diſtinguſh'd frem Accidents, - - 


#.e.' Matter and Form. And thus taken it can be- 
no Obje& of Senſe, can neither be ſeen nor touch'd. 
Sometimes it ſignifies the Properties,. natural Qualities, 


and Accidents with which thoſe Subſtances are cloathed. 


Phyſicians frequently ſay,that they have the Subſtance of 
Herbs in their Medicins, when they have. only the 
Vertue of thoſe Herbs, and not all the Matter and Form : 
So we ſay of Meat, that it has but little Juice or Subſtance, 
when it has but little Vertue or good natural Qualities. 
The Fathers ſay, that the Subſtance of Man .was deprav'd 
by Original Sin, -. e. the Inclinations and natural AﬀeCti- 


- ons: St. Paul ſays, that. by Natere we are the Children 


of Wrath, that the Gentiles by Vature perform the Law: 
In all which Speeches , and a hundred other, Nature and 
Subſtance do not ſignifie ftriftly , as Philoſophers. us 

| | thoſe 
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thoſe Words, when they are oppos'd to Accidents, but 
Popularly and Yulgarly,. and fignifie no more than Pro- 
perties, Conditions, Qualities, &c. Now ſuppoſing Theo- 
doret to take Subſtance and Nature in this place, in the 
latter Senſe, and to mean by them'no more than the ex- 
terior Subſtance, or viſible and-ſenſible Qualities of Bread 
and Wine, the Text is evidently for us. And that the 
Father muft take the Words in this popular Senſe, isevi- 
dent from the whole Diſcourſe : For he ſays firſt, That 
before Conſecration they are owe thing, and after Conſe- 
cration they 'are chang'd and made another thing : Now 
if they be chang'd and made another 2hing, the change 
muſt be either 'in the Interior or Exterior Subſtance ; but 
it is moſt plain, they are not chang'd in the Exterior 
Subſtance, for as to that, they remain viſibly the ſame, 
and do-not recede from their Nature, as Senſe aſſures us ; 
Ergo, it .muſt be in their Interior Subſtance, which is not 
liable to Senſe ; and therefore, as the Father in this very 
place ſays, They are ſeen and touch'd as before, but are be- 
liew/d'to be another thing , i.e. what they are made, and are 
ador d. as being what they are believ'd:. The DoQtor has 
told you in the late Book I mentioned , the danger of 
adoring any hog bus God ; therefore,according tohim, 
this Father muſt hold theſe Symbols he here ſpeaks of, to 
be chang'd inthe Body of our.Lord , before they be» 
come the Obje& of Adoration, or elſe he muſt be guilty 
of Idolatry, in teaching that ſomething beſides God ought 
to be Ador'd, z. e. Worſhip*'d with Divine Honor. As 
to the-place quoted out of Gelaſins, the ſame diſtinQtion 
above of the ſenſe of the Words, Nature and Subſtance, 
ſolves that; And that there muſt be fuch a diftintion in 
the Words of. this Father, is moſt evident ; for without 
that, he contradias himſelf in the Words quoted ; for he 
has two Words five times in tenlines ; and if in all theſe 
Places they muſt ſGgnifie ftrialy; the-Father talks _ 
| | enics 
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ſenſe,. and: ſo, far enough from/being-a good- Authority 
to juſtifie a Separation.” - Bac if the Words miſt /bertaken 
in divers Senſes, and it not being evident which Senfe is' - 
applicableto this or that-place, then it is at leaſt uncer- 
tain and dark, roger yoo not fit (as not 'being fo 
clear as it-ſhould): to juſtife a Separation,” But "if the 
Place it ſelf, from its own terms, diſpoſes us to apply the 
ſtrict Senſe in this or that Part, and the popular Senſe in 
this or that other, fo as tocountenance Tranſubſtantiatt- 
on, then this Quotation will be very-far from doing-them 
any Service. Now let us conſider the Words : He ſays; By 
the Sacrament me-are mide. Partakers of the Divine Nature, 
yet the Subſtance or Nature of Bread and Wine do not ceaſe 
to be, If Nature muſt be taken ſtrictly and philoſophi- 
cally in both places, then we are made Partakers of the 
Divine Nature ftriatly and philoſsphically, and 'notonly 

eftectually or virtually. : then- the Divine Niture-nint 
be aQtually there, and yet the Nature of Bread and Wine 
will not ceaſe to-be there ; 16 that this perhaps thus far 
might favour Lutheraniſm , but. can no way help-the 
Church of Ezgland: Then follow theſe words, And ſarety 
the Image and' Similituae of the Body and Blood of Chriſt are 
celebrated in the Action: of thoſe Myſteries, We do own 
this. Expreſſion, and do- acknowledge it 1s frequent a- 
moneſt the Fathers to ſay, that the bleſſed Sacrament is 
a Figure of Chriſt's Paſſion, and that the Exterior Sub- 


.” 


ſtances, which we.ſee, area Figure to us of the Interior 
Subſtance of Chriſt's Body and' Blood; which'we ſee nor, 
but are to believe-to be contained: under thoſe Species:: 
Then he goes on and fays, Therefore it appears evidently 
enough to us, that that is-ro'be underſtord by ms' in our Lord 
Chriſt himſelf, which-we'profeſs in-the Image of him, * Oh- 
ſerve, that Image is here us'd, as 'we faid above; We ce- 
| tebrate and take them, and even as they paſs into this, to wit, 
the Divine Subſtance , by the Power of the Ho!y: Spirit; re- 


matning 


Yet #he' Subſtance and Natnare of Bread and Wine do not 
ceaſe to be any and philoſophicatly: Canany Body un- 
derſtand this ? What does paſs into the Divine Sub- 
ſtance?: Nothing ſure if the Nature and Subſtance of 
Bread and Wine taken' ftrifly 'and' phifoſophically do 
remain :' But the Internal Subſtance of 'Bread and Wine 
may. well paſs into the- Divine Subftance, and yet the 
Exterior Nature and Subſtance of 'Bread, and 'Wine, fig- 
' nifyingitheProperties and Accidents'of Bread and Wine, 
miy well remain.” -And that this muſt 'be' the 'Senſe of 
the Father, is plain enough from his own words; for he 
ſays abſolutely ,-and withour any limitation, Thar they 
paſs: inta the Divine SubRtance, which muſt be meant of 
the Interior/ Subſtance of Bread and'Wine;if any; for 'tis 
clear, the'Exterior remins; and'dots/trot paſs. | But then 
again, 'hequalines toothe Natere, which he ſays remains, 
and. calls" it- the ' Property. of rherr Nature remaining : 
W hich Exprefſion does, as wwe think, clear the diſtin&i- 
oi; and-:determias-towlich fde-theff?iz7; and 'to which 
thepopmuler- Senſe oupht"to BeappYa7F'Atlkcaſt; we are 
lure there: can'be-to clkat'Evidenteffom hehte againſt 
us:, which yet'we'muft have before we'can be "__ 
VIE, rom 
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from the long poſſeſfion, 'which we 'have' had of a Do- 
Qrin and Prattice of ſuch concern as this, + _ | + 
Drs, The Expofition -now-given, cannotbe poſſibly 
the Fathers.meaning;- for that that Senſe would quite 
enervate the-force of the iAnſwer ; for the Anſwer 'muft 
be proper. tothe Argument, which it is1atended to An- 
iwer, and to the Point which the Argument was made 
uſe of to prove: Now the Point” to be prov'd was the 
Dotrin of the Entychians, viz. That the Human Nature 
of Chriſt was chang'd into the Divine ;' to prove which 
the Eutychians urg'd the change in 'the Sacrament, 'an 
from thence urg'd to the change of the Natwres ; to which 
the Father anſ{wer'd, that there was ao-change in the Sa- 
crament, nor »omore.change in the Natures, than there 
was in the other : This muſt needs be the meaning of 
the Father. Pe * ; 9; 
Cath.. The Expoſitionabove given by-us makes the Fa- 
thers words very. much. more a proper Anſwer tothe 
Eautychisns Argument, than -they could be otherways; 
for whereas he aſſerted an abſolute and total Converſion 
of the Human Nature in Chriſt, into the Divine, ſo that 
it was wholly devour'd and '{wallow*d up by 1t, like 
a drop of Hony-:by the. Sea ;' and endeavor'd- to illu- 
ſtrate. it from .the change of. ' the Bread and Wine in . 
the Sacrament into 'the Body and Blood of Chrift, as a 
Point acknowledg'd by both Parties; to this the Father 
an{wer'd, that. the very Inſtance he, gave -was againſt 
himſelf; for thatafter-the change inthe Sacrament, there 
were ſtill :wo Natures remaining , is. the Nature of 
Chriſfts Body in the ſtrift Senſe,. and' the Nature of Bread 
as above ——_—_ for the Natural Properties, in the 
popular Senle.. :Andthis being! ſufficient-:to._ retort the 
Emtychien's Argument upon; hjmelf,- by ſhewing hirh 
there was not ſuch. a change inthe Sacrament, as/hevain- 
ly imagin'd in the. Incarnation, it was all that was \ne- 


ceſlary 


; (25) 
ceſfary' for the Father's defign inchit-place.c:For as for the 
Interior change, bimſelt.acknowledged it,: as. well asithe 
Ewtychian, *Are thele all the Authorities you have 2 

Dy. Theſe are enough, for they arevery. plain. 

Cath,” We\willleave thatieo judgment :;But. -withal , 
we : hope the*Company' will-remember, they muſt be 
much*plainer-thanany wecan-bring for our ſelves : We 
therefore delire now'to ſhew | ſome for us. And becauſe 
we will ſhew. how- truly the DoQtor has aſſerted, That 
in an' Age-ſince the: firſt 300 years, this/DoQtria was 
generally. contradited ;'and /the-contrary DoQrio, vis. 
that of *the: Church of - Exglezi,; generally | profeſsd 
and taught (for that he mutt be ſuppos'd' to-have' de- 
agg to-prove, or elſe he do's nothing in Juſtification 
of his Separation) and has pitch'd upon. the fifth Cea- 
tury to make good his Aﬀertion, we:wilk ialift particu- 
larly upon the Authority of Fathers of:that very. Cea- 
tury - And firſt, ,we- deſire him to'confider, St, Auftte, 
Tom. $8. in Pal. 98. | Printed at Yemice;. A4n.:1584. 
Where he ſays, Exaltate Dominum Deum noſtrum,  &s- 
dorate. Seabellum pedum' ejns ,* quoniam" ſanttim\ ejÞ: Quid 
habemus adorare?  Scabellum pedum tjus-3-ſed wvidete Fratvros , 
quid nos jubeat  adorare,” * Alio laro Seripturs uicit,” calims 
mihi ſedes eft, terra autem ſcabellum pedum- meorum. Ergo 
terram nos jubet adorare, quia alio loco dixit , quod:fit-ſca- 
bellum. Dei, & quomodo adorabimus terram |; "cum divat 
aperte*Seripturs,' Dominum-Deum: tuam adordbis;\' hic 
aicit, Adoyate:ſcabellums pedum'ejus? Exponens: unttos mihi 


quid fit ſcabellium pedum ejus, dicit', Terra: autens ſcabellivn 
pedum meorum : Anceps fats ſum," times adorareterrans, ve 
damnet me, qui fecit calum & terram'; Ruyſum timeonn 
adorare ſcabellum pedum Domini. mei'; yuis Rfulmus:t mh: 
dicit \ Adorate: ſcabellum pedum ' ejus. 1 Qaiery quid fit ſea- 
bellum pedums 'ejus, & dicit mihi Seriptiura, Terra ſtabellam 
"ONE 2 D ; pedum 
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pedum meorum.. Fluftuans converto me. ad Chriſftum, quis 
ipſum quero hic,: & invenio quomoao you impietate adoretur 
terra., ſine 'impietate adoretur ſcabellum peaum ejus : Suſ- 
cepit enimae terra terram, quia caro de terraeft, & de carne 
Matig carnemaccepit ; '& qmiain ipſa carne hic ambulayit, 
& ipſum 'tarnem nobis manducandam ad ſalutem dedit' ; .we- 
710 autem illam” carmem manducat , niſt prins adoxaverit ; 
znventum eft quomodo: adoretur tale ſcabelkum. pedum Domini 
& non ſolum non peccemus adorando, ſed \peccemius non 
adorando. We: delirethe Doftor. will be pleasd to pur 
this place of the Father into Engliſh, that the Compan 
may- judge of the 'Senſeof it, eſpecially at the fatter -< 
which is chiefly to our purpoſe. 1 + 

Dr. I will, it is thus. Wavering I turn my ſelf to Chrifp, 
becauſe I.ſeck him here, and I find how the Earth may be 
Ador d without impiety ; without" impiety his Foct-ſtool may 
be Ado d ; :For of :Earth he took Earth, becauſe Fleſh is of 
Earth, and-he:took Fleſh: of the Fleſh of the Virgin Mary ; 
and becauſe he walked. here in that Fleſh, and gave that F h, 
t9 us to, Ext for our Salvation ; but no. Man Eats that Fleſh, 
- wnleſs he \ firſt. Adores-;.wehave: found out how ſuch a Foot- 

ſtool of our: Lord may: be. Ador'd; and not- only not ſin by A- 
« doring, but we. ſin 'by. not  Adoring, This.is the Engliſh of 
the words quoted, which makes nothing againſt us, for 
we in the Churchof Ergland, do-always Adore when 
we dy receive. wn .- hog 9"; RA. E \ 
\ Cath. What do. you- Adore when you receive? . Do 
you-Adore thatwhich: you-do receive'?- If you do, then 
that which you. receive is the Fleſh of Chrift, or you 
are Idolaters, as lately. yoome pains . has been taken to 
prove. If you do not: Adore that. 'which you receive, 
as: the Objeaiof your Adoration ,- but ſomething.elſe, 
then you: will find. that-St: Auſti» is againſt you, for 

that: he Ador'd the  Foorſtoo! , - that is ,' the, Fleſþ 5. e. 
DL. | | that 


FN | 
that Fleſh which' is eaten ;.for it were impoſſible to! 
think, . that the Father could 'be/'in.-that -dovhr. and. 
trouble which 'he- expreſſes; about- the. Queſtion , 
. whether 'Chrift were to be Ador'd 'or no ? He is con- 
cern'd about the Footſtool,, which he endeavors to 
make ſo plain, that be repeats the-lame thing over. 
and over again, 'and- tells his fear of Adoring or not 
Adoring : At length” he ſays, By Foorfool, ( becaule 
Farth is the Footſtool) is meant Chrygts Fleſb, in 
which. Fleſh he walk*d here, which very F#!/: he 
gave to-us to Eat, which yery Fleſh no Man. Eats, 
but he firſt Adores, what ? The Fleſh of Chriſt ſure :; 
And. if that Fleſh he gave to Eat, be the ſame F/eſb 
he took from our Bleſſed | Lady, - and in- which he 
. walk'd,, , as the Father ſays here moſt abſolutely, 
then ſurely Heſh to'be Eaten,;- is as much- the: Obje&t 
of Adoration, as that he: took: and walked in,. which 
I hope- the Door. will - not; deny , but. was to be . 
Ador'd, | Sothat now, ſays the Father, (haviog-;ju{b 
- before ſpoken of the, Fleſh which Chrift gave us to. 
Eat, and which no Man Eats without firſt:Adoring), 
I have fonnd out how ſuch 4 Footſtool oaght to be. Ador'd; 
and that 'we. de not. only not ſin by  Adoring, .but we ſinby. 
not  Adoring ſuch 4 Footſtool, to. wit, | Fleſb;. which.was 
ven. us to Eat. - Beſides the Adoration the Doftor, 
ſpeaks, of, may be givenat any time, and-before any 
thing, as well as. Bread and Wire in. the..Sacrameat;; 
. for if it be only the perſon of Chriſt fitting in Hea,, 
ven; . which\qught tobe Ador'd, and 1s Ador'd when: _ 
weare put inmind of him:by ſuch Inſtruments; we. 
might as. well fall down--and Adore the Perſon..of 
Chrit.in* Heaven, when we ſee an Image of him, 
becaulſg-that..puts.-us in , mind of /him .(-which.yes, 
the. aboye' named Doctor lays. is. Idolatry.).\or take 
a Picce of comman Bread at _ Houle, RR +- 
A 2 y 
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(28) eg 
by it what 64/5 once'did with Bread;- fall: down 
ang: Adore befor ethar Bread int ol net , 29161 
- Nar.”St. Ambroſe;*who was ſomewhat Elder> than: 
St. Anftin, and 'his'Maſter, has the Phaineſt: Qnotart- 
- ons to prove this Point- that can: poſſibly be, in his 
Book , De #is qui Myfteriis initiantar. Cap. gy 18 his - 
fourth Book, de Szcramentes, Cap;4."& Cap. 5. which 
Books- we defir'd ;\ but the" Doctor being in his own 
Houſe (tho? he confeſs'd he had the Books) he might 
chufe whether he would -let us have them: or no. 
And-indeed w_—_ eas _ _ Rs had on 
not-, nor St. -Chryſoſtom ol. the lame Age, i out 'of 
whon we Soukſhges ſhewn only his'$34: © Homily; 
upon the” 267h. of St; Matthew, and his Se-mon of the 
Euchariſt in Emenis, to prove' our- DoQrin; - we 
would have: ſhewn very many places from that 'Fa- 
ther; but! having nottheſe Books, norothers we'askd 
for *we were forc*d? to: quote ſore: places without 
Book; as one out of- St Gregory" Nyſſ.. Orat. Catechet. 
Cap. 37: Verbo Dei Santtificatum panem in Dei Verb: 
Corprs -credo-- tranſmutari ,- &e. hoc autem fit virtute 
Bened:fionis in illud tranſelementata corum que apparent 
#etnra.”" I do-believe the Bread Santtified by" the Wore 
of God tobe chang*d into the Body of God'\vhe Worn, 86; 
but this #s- done by the Power *of Conſecration © ('or bleſ: 
fing) the nature of thoſe things which appear being Tranſ- 
elementated into- it, St. Cyril of Feruſalem we had, 
out of whom we defir'd' the: DoQor to' read theſe 
following words in Engliſh: Cam igirur Chriſtusipfſe fc 
affirmet atque dicat depane, HOC EST CORPUS MENRM; 
Luis deinceps audeat aubitare'? Ac eodem qiioque confir- 
 mante as dicente, A1C' EST SANGUIS 'MEUS \ ganz in. 
- quam, dubitet & dicat  non' efſe illias ſungiinem?"-A- 
/ quam aliquando mutavit' in Vinuns , "upd eff Stnguin; 

propinquum in Cana Galilee fola voluntate ;& won ervit 
dignus 


4 
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(29) 7 
1015 'cn1- credamm, quod 'Vinum in Sanguinem tranſmus> . 
es $1; exim ad auptias Corporeas ares "vr cog 
miraoulum operatus ceft © non molto" mis Corpus @& 
Sanguinem ws Filris ſponſe dedifſe iam confitebimur ? 
Quare," cum omni certitudine Corpus. & Sanguinem Chriſts 
ſumamns : Nam ſub _ Panis. datur tihi Corpus, & 
ſub ſpecieVins. detur Sanguis'; ut ſumpty Corpore-& Suns 
vine Chriſti efficiaris 05 comparticeps Corporis'& San- 
gninis,yecopopol,Chriflophert erimms, hoc eſt, Chriſtum fe- 
rentes, cum ejus Corpus & Saxguinees in membra noſtry 
receperimms, atque ita, ut beatus Petrus dicit, Divine Na- 
ture conſortes efficiemur, &c, Hos ſciens, & pro certiſ- 
ſuno habins Pawerhs hume,qui videtur 4.nobis noneſſe Panem, 
etiamfs guſtus Panem eſſe femtiat , ſed eſſe Corpus Chriſt, 
& Vinum quod a nobis conſpicitur tamerſs ſenſui guſtus 
Vinum eſſe uideatur, now tamen Vinum , fed Sanguinim 
efſe Chriſti Sir, if you pleaſe, Þ will fpare- you the 
trouble, and: render them'my ſelf j-and pray tell the 
Company when'T wreng'the Text: The Engliſh then 
_ of theſe words, is thus :- 7 23 « FLO WI! 
When therefore Chriſt himſelf affirms and ſays of 
__ THIS = = gas Who « vpn dave 
#0. "doubt? And: the {ame ' dlſo* confirming 'and' ſaying, 
THIS 11S! M Y'BL ©OD7;; Wh jor ap 6 
fay, That it ' is not his Blood? He once: chang*d Water 
into Wine, which is next ts Blood; "i# Cama'of Galilee, 
by. his only. Witt; and ſhall he'not be worthy that''we 'be- 
lieve him that | he' chang*d\VWine ito" his "Blood &-For if 
beine invited to4 totporat WedMng,- he\wroug ht-ſo\ wow. 
derful a Miracle, ſhall we not much'move confeſs, that 
he. gave his Body and' Blood | ts rhe Sons of his 'own 
nfe '? Wherefore let: ts. take the 'Boiy and Blood of 
Chrifl-with' all aſſurante'; for/ under" the Species (or Ap 
pearante) ofi \Bread,'the Body is giver thee}, and under” the 
Species: *of' Wine,' the": Bledd #' given 0 that' #he)Body 
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(39) | 
. 4nd Blood of Chriſt being taken , thou art made to: hins. 
4: Fellow-partaker of - his Body and "Blood. We. . are: 
made Chriſtophori , -1. e. Bearers of Chriſt, when we. 
take his Body and Blood into our Members, \ So as 
bleſſed St. Peter ſays, We are made Partakers of the 
Divine Nature, &c. Knowing thi, and holding it for 
moſt certain , that the Bread which we ſee is wot Bread', 
though our Taft judges it to be Bread, but the Boay of 
Chriſt : And the Wine which we ſee, though it may ap- 
pear Wine to our Senſe of Taſting ; yet is not Wine , but 
the Blood of Chriſt, DoCtor, Is this plain Engliſh, and is 
the Father faithfally Tranſlated ?- | | 

.Drs. Wedo not deny,” but the Fathers. 'now cited, 
have the Words quoted-1in'their Writings ; nor do we. 
deny but that they are well enough Engliſh'd : but 
we do confeſs all they ſay ; for we of the Churchof 
England do own and acknowledge: a very great 
. Change and Alteration in the, Sacrament, and do; 
not deny , hut that-the Fathers. do frequemly make 
mention of ſome wonderful Change ; but we do 
not undertake to determin 'Magilſterially, and f 
what manner of Change this is, nor doesour- Churct 
impoſe ſuch a Determination. as: a: necceſſary. Con- 
dition' of Communion with us, -as the Church-of 
Romie' does ;' and ſuch a one as the Fathers contra- 
di&, as we have ſhewn out of Theodoret-and Gelaſius. 
And this very Father quoted here, viz. St. Cyril, calls 
it Bread and Wipe, at the fame. time". that: he' calls it 
the-Boay. and- Blood of Chrift For the firſt Words..of 
his: Quotation are, Wher —_ affirms of Bread, &C. 
You - muſt ſhew that the Subſtance of Bread ceaſes. 

, Cath. The Evidence you. pretend-to from: :T headorer 
and Gelaſius., we: think-we: bave ſpoke to ſufficiently- 
already. If the Fathers do:'imention-fame wander- 
ful:Change-in'the Sacrament, and' the-Proteſtants:do 
NN agree 


a 
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agree, with them, in . allowing that, there is.- ſuch a 
Change., but cannot fay. what a one 'it is, -whar 
cauſe have they to ſeparate from a great Communion, 
even the whole viſible Catholic Church upon Earth ; 
when, for ought . they. know, this Change which they 
. grant, may be Tr anſubſentiation which they deny and 
make tlie Cauſe. of their Separation, as being falſe ? 
For they acknowledge they know nor how it is chang'd; 
and in ſuch Caſes'as this, I cannot imagine how they 
can attain a Negative Knowledge without a Poſitive, 
i.e. how they can be certain .it 'it$ not Trenſubſtentia- 
tion, when the whole Catholic Church faid it was ; 
and not to þe able to know Certainly what it'is ; eſpe- 
cially when to believe right of this Point, is an- Ar- 
ticle of Faith, conditional of Man's Salvation ; and 
therefore neceſſary to be believed in its true Senſe ; 
eſpecially when the Conſequence of believing wrong 
will: be Blaſphemy. or Tdolatry in the PraQtice. For 
if Tranſelementation in St. Gregory , and Tranſmuta- 
zioz in 'St. Cyril, both which terms the Do&tor owns 
and atlows}, ſhould mean as much as Tranſubſtantia- 
zi0n; then are the Proteſtants guilty of Hereſie,, in 
believing the wrong ſide of a Propoſition, which con- 
tains in it an Article of Faith; and of Blaſphemy in 
praitice, in robbing God of his Honor, anduuling kit 
like a Creature. , Now what ſhould make them think 
, (for know, I am fure' they cannot) that Tranſelemen- 
zation ſignifies leſs than Tra»ſubſtantiation ? For are 
by Elements are mEant Subſtances, Moreover, in all 
Chan es, there muſt a Term from which, and a Term 
to which. . In this Change I defire to know the 
Term from which, and to what it is chang'd : Prom 
Bread to Chriſt's Body, wete an Anſwer intelligible, 
and agreeable to the Terms. by which the Change 
is expreſs'd: But to ſay from Common Bread to San- 
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Qified Bread, is to takvery phintelligibly | ahd vary 


unanſwerably to the expreſſion you, ule tothis Change; 
for this would not. be at all wonderful. We Tee 
Churches and Church-yards thus chang'deyery day, 


from Common;to Conſcerited Or. Sapitified Places” .and 
yet we think | no. Wonder, or account eS' Miracle; 
yet we ſhould wonder to hear one ſay , after. conſe. 
crating a Church or a Churchyard, it. were. Tranſele- 
mentated or chang*d wonderfully by rhe Word of Godas 
St. Gregory fays, or By the power of. the holy: Spirit, as 
Gelaſius: has it 3 or. By the Ommipotency of God, as. St. 
Cyprian ſays, and many other Fathers:in ſuch, like Ex» 
preſſfions. You ſay;you- do zor determin the Change, ec, 
the more to blame you. . For if it be necellary to Sal- 
_ vation, to belieye right. 18 this Point, 2. e., to. believe 
that the Obje&. preſent to.,you, after. Conſecration, 
is the Body. of Chriſt, if 2 Beth: 2nd to. believe it 
it is not, if it be not ſo; then_ ought you: at- leaſt to 
determin. whether 1tbe ſo or no, and make a firm 
Aﬀeat to that your, Determination a neceſſary Con- 
pirion of Communion, wich you (a firm ud aQu- 
al Belief.of one. of thele two Propolitions, 1; 5s realy 
the Body of Chriſt, or it 5s not, being a neceſſary Con- 
dition of Mans Salyation.) For ſare you will hold; that 
that which is a neceſſary Condition of Salvation,ought 
to, be. made a neceſſary Condition 'of Communion,; 
therefore if you do not determin: at leaſt ſo. far, as.to 
ſay, It is, or it. is not the Body ofs Chrift., and. require 
that this your Determination be. beliey*d as a Condi- 
tion of Communion, with you ,. you, do by the firſt, 
z, e,, not: dererminipg, leaye all People, in,your Com- 
mumon ina. yery. great uncertainty, -as.to the Condi- 
tion of their Salvation,: For how: can private. perſons 
have any kind of certainty ina diſputed Point, with- 
out ſome judicial Determination of that GA ? 
| After 
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Ag which, indeed; they \.bave Certainty,. or Pro- 


Fpſveern leto th F: Yrity of the Determiqari- 
gy wW (apen ene. s, if the Authority be (infal- 


lible;;- ws Prebble a0 and that greater or leſs, ac- 
cond ito the; Ws it, which the Authority 
may halle a ts Rs har, eros be bot able to pive 4 
the ſexond , viz; not re- 
= IT he bali i B56 oo Determination, as a Conditi- 
on-of Communion, in caſe you.do. determin, you do con- 
feſs that Heretics and Bleſphemers, or Heretics and 'Ido- 
laters ,;; may be; of your Communion , tho? profeſſedly 
ſuch, |., e. you do;a low.your Communion to them who 
obſerve not the Condition of their Salvation. For'if de- 
termining; it. zo# #0: be the Body of Chriſt, you do not make 
the . belief gud alloy tho that Fo ON --b og 
PRIOR tno at DeHeVE CONtradictorl- 
% Py The he Body Chriſt \," "and. in conſe- 
LET 7 ws beta make j it, the forinal Obje&t of Ado- 
ration,) to be of your munion ;. and y yer if your De- 
termina here, ele laſt, who' believe and adore, 
ASa are id, are: Taalaters and do break thereb pu Con- 
dition 0 ixhelp Salracion, : y #1 leave to > thej jog r of 
the Company, w is; undetermined D rid 
yours ;be a la; ut 5 for you to ſeparate” Fel the 
Church.you-were once Mcmbers' of, 'and was ackngw- 
ledg'd the true Church,..to. believe you know not' what 
mon ine $500, Lam ſure: y you cannot, deterimin what 
egy. | 
Aso the a Fel Breatiiſed. by the Fathet,' eta create 
no nodificaley; : ior when weſaid 4. as we did at firſt, that 


all, Sceipt 6 Li rally , if the li- 
teral-Seale did, ng! imply « rh Com ae; we did ſup- - 
eral annoy radifion” it-onght 
to-be .expounde : Tall RY given! in this, 


ſoppps 'd of the Scripfbre, muſt 


IT am «ime: What. we. nu 
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tradition, they |ed'ot 
mark the Borel yu My, br r 
this is my Body,” &«c. This Bread/is PE 
tradiQtion, therefore Bread or /B6d | 
 Liferally: fs the latter' end of ion TR 
ther ſays, the Bread which weſte is 20g © yies'# bar rhe 
Body o Chriſt; there cannot bea' ine? CotitradiQtion 
than zs, and 7s wot therefore” Bread the 'Sobje& in' this 
Propoſition, of which ſo palpable a CoritradiGion is pre- 
dicated, muſt needs'be under fotne 6ther Sighification 
beſides it's Literal , one; becauſe 'this Predicate*ſo'fe- 
remptorily Negative, 4 nor Bread, and fo devermin'd 
potnyaly.. but Chrifts 'Bod Pre ore and plain, thar 

Sa Mer) ca pave of by ng . mifconſtijied, efpee 
EY ates Rb wy av it -atje\ a, 

hat Brat Sa Beteguſe if dneb | 


* BT Fn. "Wofes his Rod cg Into” & $612 


t, was notwithſtanditip c Ty it kid 

een.ſo) and Nil app ars, to __ Sales "he Bred; 
951 the Father here tells us," Wi I emp Thr 
Tear, 0 zFrmtt FF ef it # mob ea Fan 
words to, explica SH SURE than No owe!" 
cafn make roreffadipi ſr he 24/2 "of Gf Ty [Mee SED 
poun Elarmim oe E Conncil 0 we, 
pleaſe, and make t? Hem'Prote fant os. TOR, 

As to your Deinand, ns ihew erat 
Subſtance of - Bread ceaſes ; ; he word Fee net Hove 


it ſhewn plainer than' in the wore 
ſay , that that which ſeexis Bred H* pot We 
by Sabftanre of Br 6ad , your me: 


- 7 
therefore the-Bes, Rane Watt | lbus 
the- Bern 'ceaſes ac Qing ro tHis "Vet ;- + Dat bro 
wes Breed yot Breas "Y efort zqubſta 
' there is a change, which your ne: far ant what 


can 
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bs,\ butithis-Subltanceceaſi cal Tran be'ss 


canthi 


elianj into tor Suince hh 


Rant ion? \Andyer-- 

' Becauſe woe ways > bots: before us, I will flaw 
| 260 onout of him, where he ſays; that Bread 
PR, rot 0blyttes. Bfigie,)orSimblizude,) but in Nature, 
eing by wh rabt Power of Gl mud 

-1Dj (every "pry ice pee eur. of. Se. 
Cyprian; *uhichiis notorioully known to-be none. of his, 
for the'Manuſeript'of that Work: is:now in Oxford Li- 
brary 5 "and bear theName of aciother Aathor , ons 
Hundred Years younger than St. C Oo. 

Cach, But do you acknowledpe that then words: <uo- 
&d'outof this” Work C be it hold: it willy dg lignifie 
Tranſubſtantiation ? + 

-/Dys.:Wedo notdeny, buethar many/Auchors of latter 
Ages'* have writ very cally: of hae 'Poinr:, and- we. do 
think this,/aniong thereſt; one of them;-; | 

Cath. Thisis the felt: 'time, ;that ever we heard of any 
ſuch Manuſcript of this work in Oxford; andyer Þ have 
met with many Proteſtants thathave made it thieir buli- 
nef to! itnonedf St; Cypimns; and *tis Thuchthar 
none of them ſhould &ver' hear of this' Manuſcript and 
urge it; if © were: evidently known: to be another 
Man's, and whole, and of what Age, ' But this I-am 
fare, that Coces; the famous Man for excepting ſt 
- plates: brought by (Carboles fortheir Doftins, FT Sim 

ptign' this Book chiefly: from Bellorwin's Confeſſions, 
who- indeed do's ſay, that it may ſeem tobe' none of St. 
Cyprus: 30but adds" immediately after., chat it was the 


of forme: Leerned- Min of-vhe fame Ave, 4s Our - Ad.- 
Gs 


ve) ledps ; to which" ' Coras ' lay nothing 
Epos ry watt be-r | tbl _ dt. ©: Mir. 


Teſtane upon s \PCorIcap. 7 


fol. = ogy No Author de Cams Doin, which is:the 
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Work 


St. Cyp. de 
Cen, Domini. 


(36) 
Work now mentioned; '45, 07 4: 
Cyprian And; Erdſmus. (a'great-Man withithe, Protey 
ſtants) in his Annotations annexedto St.Cyprians: Works, 
Printed at Bafil; 1558.' fol. SOIL it to. be the 


jim mn loſt 


Work of ſome Learned: Man: hon KH9s a {o.that 5008S 
Cocns his ſilence ito what: Bellarmiin\ 1 ant MER 
Eraſmus t ir. plaineffirmations.of thaAge.of is Werks 


to be worth: any: thing; and taking chis DoQors ©0 
feſſion, that the words: in, this. Work.are 94g; as: jag 
ing of Tranſubſtantiation;-you; have-an Argument-of 
Franſubſtantiation in St, tos arat of a Yona 
not much inferior. & gt 420% t. hawbarnf 

Gentlem. to the Dottor.... wy 

Sir, I have.obſerv'd the Diſcourſe as = L —_ 
and I find the great Point_in Diſpute, .is, what-the. Fa- 
thers helda great while ago.. [As tq' the Dodtrin-ia de- 
bate,. you havebrought places|of both ſides, .which-,we 
mult conſider moreat leiſure ;|but at ;prefſent will-you 
| bepleas'd to Anſwer mea Queſtion or two, which oCc- 
_ Eur to. meto ask:?. - | y | 
. Dy. With all my Heart, ITS» 1457 #70 
- . Gext,, How" long is: fince;,T ranſubtancieiqn n.{.the 
avord I: mean) has been -Eſtabliſh'd 7/1} 1d, 2 

Dx. Ever fince the Lateran Council, about 4 50 Years 


Fees Didthe Church underftand the word Tranfubs 
fanttation,; then: to fignibe: any. new Dodtrin,; or; only 
* 10:expreſs, the. very, fel lame NoQrin hich ahevA6y 
liev'd before ?.: --.. - & Mobi 

Drs. We do believe that the. word! wh Ao taken to. 
ſignifie any rhing-but what: a: 7d before: : io fo 

Gene. When :did; the>@hurch begin\.co.þaliev« 
PDoftrin, whishis ſremeit:did behieve-as; andibefare 
Lazeran:Countihea apdthargys At Pas ADR Line 
werd Tran ſub ſanuit JODE: | \2 


Troop inſerfibly. i 
Get... mheten long, wasit after the Lareras Coumeil belore' 
this = Doi, was ncomphis d of? Sita #31 | 
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ing in other Terms? . Is it not enhuchaya Error could by 
ſo general,. and ſo, long maintain'd wiklious any Oppolitionr 
or Notice taken.of its Birth or Origi 
Dy.” It was notſo General, but Kory ſome oPpos'd it, as 
the Waldenſes ; butit is not ſtrange thatan- Error ſhould: E 
be general and long maintain'd ; for: the'Church of Ryme- "2 
ſays, that the Greek Church, err'd; generally-and long, "in- 
teaching that the Holy Ghoſt proceyenocſom the $68. | 
Cath. But, the Church of Rome geveritaught; thatYlie' 
whole Catholic Church err'd in-teaching thatDoQrin;' for 
though that part. which is now calld the Greek Church | "N 
be condemn'd for--that Erron," yet we know: how nd 4 
when it it he n,. .and. whooppos'di 1t:;iwe; know tliat very” 
many Greeks never. conſented” ro''it\, but"did- 
then, and have .alwa ays fince continued- in Communion: 
with the Church o Hons: : ſo:that what Error was fo* 
ar from bei neral.; that zt was always'oppos?d b 
. the Latin yd ets at-part-of this: Greeks te? 
as no Body oppos'd TranſobNanciation; bur known He-' 
retics., who began. before the Lateran Council we ſpeak” 
of, and were condemn'd by. it; and- were. fiich'as 'the- 
WWldenſes, a People, as.I: ſuppoſe;' you would'be loath to; 
own 106 your Procelos)Ac ndthatall theWerld Mould: 
alggt- 10. quiet y allat one-time+to-adore'thar for God - 
which the day before was univerſally believ'd to be but'a. 
Pieceor, Bread, and was us'd accordingly ;'afd. ay wn 
iving. 
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Miracles) than this, core doo 
he? _ recs purge th barre BA WS kN 
w-in.ev j an It made'ro. 
this Dorn: who they a ay Op did tt; [and what be” 
came of them; ee red was aboven hundred years 
before the LeteranConnal; oo we-can ſhew that he' was 
oppos'd by Biſbops:and Farhers' of almoſt all pwn" 
as. by Laofraxck: of Canterbury' ;  Durandns Trozrn 
Guiimundys, four Bilhops of Rome, atid'by the Paſthi F> 
all Countries; how he recanted three times;2nd; how he 
died. | Foamnes Scotus Erigens, who lived about two hun- 
dred;years before, and had [sid fome Grounds for Beren- 
garins his Exror, was:treated a5 an Innovator ” Hincmua-. 
rs and others, bimſelfforced to retire out of Fraxce, _ 


his Book mottheardof again 1ill two hundred years 2 
and no. Man liv as Ayers when this'abfurd Dol 
$ 


(as.the Door it}which has had ſuch Succels in the. 
World,as to obtain Belief univerſally, for feveral dr 
years, ever had oy Beginning, or any conſider; Oppo. 
fition.,. For though-the' Word"Tran/ubſtantiation «ak or. 
commonly usd' beſarothe Council of Lyrcran, it mattevs 
not, .nor- makes any new- Belief, - fince it has always been. 
che conftant- praftice of -the Church in the. zeneral. 
when -it-did condeirin Hereticat Opinions”, or' 

devs any-Pointin: debate, to: vw 1 amb true Senſe 
e, upon.that- very Poirit, by k ome very "Die 

ficant, Word ,.to- cr "OW of TAY or 

paring: Upon: ats; iftons ,**declaring by "an iclt 
Me oft yen Brood Ws he'tru 9 of 
Soripture. , bat -aplicitly- 2H the; ba 'C hole 
Church Gi believe before /as i appears in fev: | 
Coaneerhein thas of Niceapain *the Arians, Shale he 
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Word ConſabfSentitl was found op TY der this r He: 
reſie," they" Vrbgins 4 e thi 8 Oy Fl ti 
of lhe Subſtance totheFather, EY &Eoyncil dehin' 
him to be 5 bor, Ze, of the '/4 {ami Subſtance or Cop ube 
fenciat.- The fame; you may obſery ja the Council. of 
Peony pol "as cone p6d.by the new 
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"Gene. ME, and , thar the Romy man Poe3iair in this 
Point be ice Idolarry, .and yet both 
were Univerſal for fer Ages together, Which WAY Call 
the burch of E oh Wer ret Tong to, Ang wut Occ 
natro Jha ne, t they recely” 
IE TE NT To at Ig 

Dr r though, t wete teri, they 
might. be? cbs bhp nafet onftiing s for t 
Church of Rome holds,that mortal fin do's not hind for 2 "BY 
ſhop or Prieſt from executing his FunCtion. 

Cath, All Mortal Sins may not hinder a Biſho by from 
executing his FunQtion, or giving good and lawful Or- 
dination, yet ſome may: For if a Biſhop ſhould become 
a Jew, (and. the ſame -may- be {aid if he becomes 
an 1dolater) you ſurely will not-allow him to give good 
and lawful Chriſtian Ordination : For that which de- 
_ the Eſſence ofa Church or a ogrs, muſt needs 
diſable thoſe it falls upan,from giving Commiſſions 
at leaſt, to others to gavernthe C Chart r to adminiſter 
the Sacraments of Chriſt. 

Drs. There are two ſorts of Iddlatry, one of the Hea- 
_ and another (if you will have it) of the Church of 

OMe. 

Cath,” We witt have a brings tyou will make evi- 
dent ; but when you. 7 two ſorts of Idolatries, 1 
hope you do- not- mean Material and - Formal Tdolatry , 
the. firſt of-which, if purely ſuch, is no Crime. We 


ſpeak all along of Formal Idolatry , which you muſt » 
cu 
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